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treatment, storage, and pumping 
facilities would be located near the 
river. Also, a transmission line would 
connect to the west end of the existing 
Cooperative Transmission Pipeline/
Northridge Transmission Pipeline in 
Antelope to serve SSWD, and an 
extension of that line would be built 
north to the service areas of Roseville 
and PCWA. A separate transmission line 
would extend south to connect to 
Sacramento’s existing distribution 
system. 

The five alternatives currently under 
consideration in the SRWRS include the 
No Project/No Action Alternative and 
four additional alternatives. For these 
four alternatives, the partners may share 
facilities to a greater or lesser degree. 

• The No Project/No Action 
Alternative would include only 
currently approved and permitted 
surface water resources for the cost-
sharing partners. To meet projected 
water supply demands, the cost-sharing 
partners would reallocate available 
surface water and groundwater 
resources between municipal and 
industrial (M&I) and agricultural uses 
(PCWA only), and among different 
wholesale and retail areas. 

• A Sankey Diversion alternative 
assumes that PCWA, SSWD, and 
Roseville would divert water from the 
Sacramento River near the confluence of 
the Sacramento River and the Natomas 
Cross Canal and build separate 
treatment, storage, and transmission 
facilities to meet their needs. This 
diversion would be located at or near 
the second diversion that NMWC is 
developing under its CALFED-
supported diversion consolidation 
effort. Sacramento would use 
groundwater to meet projected unmet 
demand or would divert separately from 
the Sacramento River at the Elkhorn 
site, and construct its own treatment 
and transmission facilities to serve its 
needs. 

• A Feather River alternative assumes 
that PCWA, SSWD, and Roseville would 
divert water from the Feather River and 
build separate treatment, storage, and 
transmission facilities to meet their 
needs. Sacramento would use 
groundwater to meet projected unmet 
demand or would divert separately from 
the Sacramento River at the Elkhorn 
site, and construct its own treatment 
and transmission facilities to serve its 
needs. 

• An American River Pump Station 
alternative assumes that PCWA would 
expand its American River Pump 
Station near Auburn and construct new 
treatment and transmission facilities to 
serve its needs. SSWD would divert 
from the existing San Juan Water 

District (SJWD) diversion facilities at 
Folsom Dam. Roseville would increase 
use of groundwater to satisfy its needs 
in this alternative, but not have any 
additional surface water diversions. 
Sacramento would use groundwater to 
meet projected unmet demand or would 
divert separately from the Sacramento 
River at the Elkhorn site, and construct 
its own treatment and transmission 
facilities to serve its needs.

• A Folsom Dam alternative assumes 
that PCWA and SSWD would use the 
existing or expanded diversion, 
treatment, and transmission facilities of 
SJWD at Folsom Dam. Roseville would 
increase use of groundwater to satisfy its 
needs in this alternative, but not have 
any additional surface water diversions. 
Sacramento would use groundwater to 
meet projected unmet demand or would 
divert separately from the Sacramento 
River at the Elkhorn site, and construct 
its own treatment and transmission 
facilities to serve its needs. 

Changes in Entitlements 
Implementing a Sacramento River 

diversion for the cost-sharing partners 
would require a change in the point of 
diversion for PCWA’s Central Valley 
Project contract and for Sacramento’s 
Sacramento River water right permit, 
and an exchange agreement between 
PCWA and Reclamation for Roseville 
and SSWD diversions under their 
contract entitlements from PCWA’s 
Middle Fork Project. 

Water Delivery Quantities 
The additional water supplies 

considered in the SRWRS for each cost-
sharing partner include: (1) Additional 
water supply of up to 35,000 acre-feet 
for PCWA’s M&I demand with a 
treatment capacity of 65 million gallons 
per day (mgd), (2) additional water 
supply of up to 29,000 acre-feet in 
Water Forum average, drier, and driest 
years for SSWD’s M&I demand and 
groundwater stabilization program with 
a treatment capacity of 15 mgd, (3) 
additional water supply of up to 7,100 
acre-feet for Roseville’s M&I demand 
with a treatment capacity of 10 mgd, 
and (4) additional water supply of up to 
58,000 acre-feet (see note below) with a 
water treatment capacity of 165 mgd for 
Sacramento’s M&I demand. 

Note on Sacramento’s additional 
diversion: The Water Forum Agreement 
does not establish a volumetric 
limitation for Sacramento’s total 
diversion, and the estimated additional 
water supply to meet its projected 
demand is about 58,000 acre-feet, based 
on the difference between the demand 
and the projected average diversion for 
Sacramento that could be realized in 

2020 level of development using then-
existing diversion facilities on the 
American and Sacramento rivers. (The 
2030 level of statewide demand 
projection is currently under 
development by California Department 
of Water Resources.) However, 
Sacramento could divert up to 81,800 
acre-feet under its water rights on the 
Sacramento River at the Elkhorn site by 
reducing the diversion under its 
Sacramento River water rights at its 
existing Sacramento River Water 
Treatment Plant downstream of the 
confluence with the American River. 

Indian Trust Assets 

There are Indian Trust Assets located 
in Placer County, held in trust by the 
United States for the United Auburn 
Indian Community of the Auburn 
Rancheria. Direct association between 
these assets and the proposed action are 
unknown at this time. There are no 
assets located in the greater Sacramento 
metropolitan area, southern Sutter 
County, or northern Sacramento County. 

Written comments, including names 
and home addresses of respondents, 
will be made available for public 
review. Individual respondents may 
request that their home address be 
withheld from public disclosure, which 
will be honored to the extent allowable 
by law. There may be circumstances in 
which respondents’ identity may also be 
withheld from public disclosure, as 
allowable by law. If you wish to have 
your name and/or address withheld, 
you must state this prominently at the 
beginning of your comment. All 
submissions from organizations or 
businesses, and from individuals 
identifying themselves as 
representatives or officials of 
organizations or businesses, will be 
made available for public disclosure in 
their entirety.

Dated: July 2, 2003. 
Robert Eckart, 
Chief, Environmental Compliance Branch, 
Mid-Pacific Region.
[FR Doc. 03–19307 Filed 7–29–03; 8:45 am] 
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ACTION: Institution of investigation 
pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 1337. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that a 
complaint was filed with the U.S. 
International Trade Commission on June 
24, 2003, under section 337 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. 
1337, on behalf of Meretek Diagnostics, 
Inc. of Lafayette, Colorado, and 
Medquest PTY, Ltd. of Perth, Australia. 
Supplements to the complaint were 
filed on July 11, 2003, and July 18, 2003. 
The complaint, as supplemented, 
alleges violations of section 337 in the 
importation into the United States, the 
sale for importation, and the sale within 
the United States after importation of 
certain breath test systems for the 
detection of gastrointestinal disorders 
and components thereof by reason of 
infringement of claims 1, 2, 3, and 5 of 
U.S. Patent No. 4,830,010. The 
complaint further alleges that an 
industry in the United States exists as 
required by subsection (a)(2) of section 
337. 

The complainant requests that the 
Commission institute an investigation 
and, after the investigation, issue a 
permanent exclusion order and 
permanent cease and desist orders.
ADDRESSES: The complaint and 
supplements, except for any 
confidential information contained 
therein, are available for inspection 
during official business hours (8:45 a.m. 
to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the 
Secretary, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, 500 E Street, SW., Room 
112, Washington, DC 20436, telephone 
202–205–2000. Hearing impaired 
individuals are advised that information 
on this matter can be obtained by 
contacting the Commission’s ADD 
terminal on 202–205–1810. Persons 
with mobility impairments who will 
need special assistance in gaining access 
to the Commission should contact the 
Office of the Secretary at 202–205–2000. 
General information concerning the 
Commission may also be obtained by 
accessing its Internet server at http://
www.usitc.gov. The public record for 
this investigation may be viewed on the 
Commission’s electronic docket (EDIS) 
at http://edis.usitc.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David O. Lloyd, Esq., Office of Unfair 
Import Investigations, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, telephone 202–205–
2576.

Authority: The authority for 
institution of this investigation is 
contained in section 337 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended, and in section 
210.10 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, 19 CFR 210.10 
(2003). 

Scope of Investigation: Having 
considered the complaint, the U.S. 
International Trade Commission, on 
July 22, 2003, Ordered That— 

(1) Pursuant to subsection (b) of 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended, an investigation be instituted 
to determine whether there is a 
violation of subsection (a)(1)(B) of 
section 337 in the importation into the 
United States, the sale for importation, 
or the sale within the United States after 
importation of certain breath test 
systems for the detection of 
gastrointestinal disorders or 
components thereof by reason of 
infringement of claims 1, 2, 3, or 5 of 
U.S. Patent No. 4,830,010 and whether 
an industry in the United States exists 
as required by subsection (a)(2) of 
section 337. 

(2) For the purpose of the 
investigation so instituted, the following 
are hereby named as parties upon which 
this notice of investigation shall be 
served: 

(a) The complainants are—
Meretek Diagnostics, Inc., 2655 Crescent 

Dr., Ste. C, Lafayette, CO 80026. 
Medquest PTY, Ltd., 59 Ellesmere St., 

Mount Hawthorn, Perth, Western 
Australia.
(b) The respondents are the following 

companies alleged to be in violation of 
section 337, and are the parties upon 
which the complaint is to be served:
Oridion Systems, Ltd., 7 HaMarpe St., 

Har Hotzvim Science Based Industrial 
Park, POB 45025, 91450 Jerusalem, 
Israel. 

Oridion Medical 1987 Ltd., 7 HaMarpe 
St., Har Hotzvim Science Based 
Industrial Park, POB 45025, 91450 
Jerusalem, Israel. 

Oridion BreathID Ltd., 7 HaMarpe St., 
Har Hotzvim Science Based Industrial 
Park, POB 45025, 91450 Jerusalem, 
Israel. 

Oridion BreathID Inc., 21 Highland 
Circle, Needham, MA 02494.
(c) David O. Lloyd, Esq., Office of 

Unfair Import Investigations, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 500 E 
Street, SW., Room 401, Washington, DC 
20436, who shall be the Commission 
investigative attorney, party to this 
investigation; and 

(3) For the investigation so instituted, 
the Honorable Paul J. Luckern is 
designated as the presiding 
administrative law judge. 

Responses to the complaint and the 
notice of investigation must be 
submitted by the named respondents in 
accordance with section 210.13 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 19 CFR 210.13. Pursuant to 
19 CFR 201.16(d) and 210.13(a), such 

responses will be considered by the 
Commission if received no later than 20 
days after the date of service by the 
Commission of the complaint and the 
notice of investigation. Extensions of 
time for submitting responses to the 
complaint will not be granted unless 
good cause therefor is shown. 

Failure of a respondent to file a timely 
response to each allegation in the 
complaint and in this notice may be 
deemed to constitute a waiver of the 
right to appear and contest the 
allegations of the complaint and to 
authorize the administrative law judge 
and the Commission, without further 
notice to that respondent, to find the 
facts to be as alleged in the complaint 
and this notice and to enter both an 
initial determination and a final 
determination containing such findings, 
and may result in the issuance of a 
limited exclusion order or a cease and 
desist order or both directed against that 
respondent.

Issued: July 24, 2003.
By order of the Commission. 

Marilyn R. Abbott, 
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 03–19304 Filed 7–29–03; 8:45 am] 
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Applications. 

The Department of Justice (DOJ), 
Office of Community Policing Services 
(COPS) has submitted the following 
information collection request to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review and approval in 
accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995. The proposed 
information collection is published to 
obtain comments from the public and 
affected agencies. This proposed 
information collection was previously 
published in the Federal Register 
Volume 67, Number 219, page 68885 on 
November 13, 2002, allowing for a 60 
day comment period. 

The purpose of this notice is to allow 
an additional 30 days for public 
comment until August 29, 2003. This 
process is conducted in accordance with 
5 CFR 1320.10. 
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